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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-19 are pending in examination. 



2. 



Claims 2-4, 7-9, and 13-19 have been canceled. 



3. 



Claims 1, 5-6, 10-12 are rejected. 



Response to Arguments 



Information Disclosure Statement 

The IDS which has been submitted 12/1 8/2007 has been considered and is accepted. 



The drawings which have been submitted on 12/18/2007 are accepted and have overcome 
the previous deficiencies objected to by the Examiner. 

Specification 

The amendments to the specification have been considered and accepted. The previous 
objections to paragraph [0009] and [0064] have been overcome in light of the amendments. The 
Examiner has found the Applicant's arguments in regards to block 1 130 of Fig 1 to be persuasive 
as the applicant has shown that the specification as a whole teaches what the term "jumping" 
means. The Examiner withdrawals his previous objections to the specification. 



Drawings 
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Claim Amendments overcome Rejections 

4. The Applicant has argued in regards to claims 1, 6 and 1 1 that Scian does not teach: 

a) detecting, at a sender system, a sender selection within a user interface of at least 
one suggested folder name for a composed electronic message for a recipient receiving the 
electronic message to select as a folder name for filing said electronic message; or attaching said 
at least one suggested folder name to said electronic message at said sender system for 
distribution to said recipient 

The applicant has argued that Scian does not teach the above limitation since 
"Scian does not teach or enable a sender to set a suggested folder name." 

Applicant's argument has been considered but is not found persuasive. Scian 
clearly teaches in paragraph [0045] that "if the current message is an outgoing message, 
then the pre-selected folder 22 is presented as the folder in which the user can find the 
file to be attached to the current message. In both cases, of course, the user is free to 
override the pre-selection and to select another file folder." It is clearly taught that a user 
through an override can select a file folder for suggested filing purposes. In this instance 
Scian is speaking about messages with attachments, and it is interpreted that an 
attachment which is sent electronically is an electronic message. Additionally paragraph 
[0027] teaches the same method of selecting folders for the message with or without 
attachments. 
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b) responsive to receiving said electronic message at a recipient system for said 
recipient, filtering said electronic message to detect said at least one suggested folder name 
specified by said sender in said electronic message for filing said electronic message from among 
a plurality of filing folders in a messaging filing directory 

The applicant has argued that Scian does not teach the above limitation since 
"Scian does not teach or enable filtering an electronic message to detect a suggested 
folder name already specified by the sender in the electronic message." 

Applicant's argument has been considered but is not found persuasive. Scian 
clearly teaches in paragraph [0045] that "If the current message is an incoming message, 
then the pre-selected folder 22 is for storing the attachment. That is, if the user indicates 
that he or she wishes to save the attachment, then the system will present the pre-selected 
file as an easily executable option." In this case the pre-selected folder is presented to the 
user for suggested filing. In this instance Scian is speaking about messages with 
attachments, and it is interpreted that an attachment which is sent electronically is an 
electronic message. Additionally paragraph [0027] teaches the same method of selecting 
folders for the message with or without attachments. 

c) responsive to said recipient selecting to file said electronic message, 
automatically expanding a display directory of said plurality of filing folders to display said at 
least one suggested folder in a graphically distinguishable format from said display of other 
folders of said plurality of filing folders 
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The applicant has argued that Scian does not teach the above limitation because 
"Scian's description of a user interface with means for displaying the pre-selected folder 
in paragraph 0027 does not explicitly or implicitly teach automatically displaying a 
director of filing folders to display the suggested folder in a graphically distinguishable 
format from the other folders." 

Applicant's argument has been considered but is not found persuasive. Paragraph 
[0027] teaches that 'As shown in FIG. 1, the system 20 also includes a user interface 64. 
This user interface 64 includes a means for displaying the current message 24 as well 
as the pre-selected folder 22'. By using a folder allocation module, the user can then 
either approve this pre-selected folder 22', in which case the current message 24 will be 
allocated to the pre-selected folder 22', or, alternatively, can allocate the current 
message 24 to another folder in the plurality of folders 22." 

First the Examiner notes that Scian teaches a means for displaying the current 
message, pre-selected folder, and the plurality of folders (it is interpreted that the 
plurality of folders is also displayed since the folder can also be allocated to them). It is 
not further disclosed as to what the means for displaying the message as well as the pre- 
selected folder are, but there are means to display them both. It is disclosed that within 
the interaction between the user interface and the folder allocation module, the user can 
allocate the current message to another folder in the plurality of folders. It is taught that 
this is an alternative to the previous case in which the pre-selected folder was displayed. 
Therefore it is interpreted that in the first case the pre-selected folder was displayed in a 
way that was graphically distinguishable from the plurality of other folders. 
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5. The Applicant has argued in regards to claims 1, 6, and 1 1 that Mousseau does not teach: 
a) detecting, at a sender system, a sender selection within a user interface of at least 

one suggested folder name for a composed electronic message for a recipient receiving the 
electronic message to select as a folder name for filing said electronic message 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 6, and 1 1 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

6. The Applicant has argued in regards to claims 5, 10, and 12 that they are allowable since 
the independent claims from which they derive are in a condition for allowability. 

Claims 1, 6 and 1 1 have been rejected under 35 USC 103(a). The previous rejections of 
claims 5, 10 are maintained in further view of the new independent claims 1 , 6, and 1 1 . The 
newly amended claim 12 is rejected in the same fashion as claims 5 and 10. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 1, 6, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Scian 
et al. (Scian, hereinafter) US Patent Application 2006/0026236 in further view of "Windows XP 
Automatically Expanding a display directory." (Microsoft, hereinafter). 

As to claim 1, Scian teaches A method for providing electronic message filing 
recommendations comprising (the abstract states "in a computer system, a system, method and 
computer program product for pre-selecting a folder for a current message. Paragraph [0001] 
also states that "the present invention relates generally to message storage and more particularly 
relates to pre-selecting a folder from a plurality of folders for storing a message.")! 

detecting, at a sender system, a sender selection within a user interface of at least one 
suggested folder name for a composed electronic message for a recipient receiving the electronic 
message to select as a folder name for filing said electronic message (Scian clearly teaches in 
paragraph [0045] that "if the current message is an outgoing message, then the pre-selected 
folder 22 is presented as the folder in which the user can find the file to be attached to the current 
message. In both cases, of course, the user is free to override the pre-selection and to select 
another file folder." It is clearly taught that a user through an override can select a file folder for 
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suggested filing purposes. In this instance Scian is speaking about messages with attachments, 
and it is interpreted that an attachment which is sent electronically is an electronic message. 
Further clarity is found when Scian teaches what happens when an incoming message with a pre 
selected folder is received. Scian teaches in paragraph [0045] that "If the current message is an 
incoming message, then the pre-selected folder 22 is for storing the attachment. That is, if the 
user indicates that he or she wishes to save the attachment, then the system will present the pre- 
selected file as an easily executable option." It can be seen that the pre-selected folder is 
presented to the user as a choice for filing. Additionally paragraph [0027] teaches the same 
method of selecting folders for the message without attachments.); 

attaching said at least one suggested folder name to said electronic message at said sender 
system for distribution to said recipient (Paragraph [0045] teaches that a folder is selected and 
associated with the sent electronic message.); 

responsive to receiving said electronic message at a recipient system for said recipient, 
filtering said electronic message to detect said at least one suggested folder name specified by 
said sender in said electronic message for filing said electronic message from among a plurality 
of filing folders in a messaging filing directory (Scian clearly teaches in paragraph [0045] that "If 
the current message is an incoming message, then the pre-selected folder 22 is for storing the 
attachment. That is, if the user indicates that he or she wishes to save the attachment, then the 
system will present the pre-selected file as an easily executable option." In this case the pre- 
selected folder is presented to the user for suggested filing. In this instance Scian is speaking 
about messages with attachments, and it is interpreted that an attachment which is sent 
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electronically is an electronic message. Additionally paragraph [0027] teaches the same method 
of selecting folders for the message with or without attachments.) ; and 

responsive to said recipient selecting to file said electronic message, to display said at 
least one suggested folder in a graphically distinguishable format from said display of other 
folders of said plurality of filing folders, such that a recommendation of relevant folders for 
filing said electronic message is provided Q. 

But Scian does not teach automatically expanding a display directory of said plurality of 
filing folders. 

However, Microsoft teaches automatically expanding a display directory of said plurality 
of filing folders (Steps 1-4 show when a user is filing a file or folder into a target directory, the 
intended target filing folder will automatically expand after the cursor hovers over the target 
filing folder for a few seconds.) 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention by one of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Scian' s method for providing electronic message filing recommendations with 
Microsoft's method of automatically expanding a folder since automatically expanding a folder 
would allow a user to view all of the available subdirectories or contents of the expanded folder. 

Claims 6 and 1 1 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 1. 

8. Claims 5, 10, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
combination of Scian et al. US Patent Application 2006/0026236 and "Windows XP 
Automatically Expanding a display directory" in further view of Michael Gleicher's article 
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"Integrating Constraints and Direct Manipulation" appearing in Proceedings 1992 Symposium 
on Interactive 3D Graphics pages 171-174 (Gleicher, hereinafter). 

As to Claim 5, the combination of Scian and Microsoft teach all of the limitations of 
claim 1 , but does not teach responsive to detecting an icon for said particular electronic message 
dragged into a display region for said plurality of filing folders, automatically positioning said 
icon over said at least one suggested folder. 

However, in an analogous art, Gleicher discloses the combination of snapping techniques 
and constraint techniques which teaches responsive to detecting an icon for said particular 
electronic message dragged into a display region for said plurality of filing folders, automatically 
positioning said icon over said at least one suggested folder. Automatic positing of and icon 
while dragging is widely known as a type of direct manipulation for user interfaces. Snap-to- 
locations are frequently used in graphical user interfaces, and in such systems objects which are 
being dragged will be automatically positioned most often according to a grid location. Gleicher 
combines such direct manipulation techniques with constraints that can be set to automatically 
position the object according to the constraint. It is interpreted that applicants system is using a 
constraint based direct manipulation method, where the constraint is the corresponding suggested 
folder, and the direct manipulation is the dragging of an icon. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Gleicher's constraint based direct manipulation with Scian's method for providing electronic 
message filing recommendations because as Gleicher suggests in the 1 st paragraph of his article 
that "by integrating constraints with direct manipulation, it is possible to build system that 
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provide the power of explicit representation of geometric relationships and the properties which 
make direct manipulation so attractive." 

Claims 10 and 12 are rejected under the same grounds and reasons for rejection as claim 

5. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew E. Kessler whose telephone number is (571) 270-5005. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 7:00 am - 5:30 pm EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571)272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/MK/ 



/Jason D Cardone/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2145 



